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STANDING COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES AND FINANCIAL OPERATIONS — 
ESTIMATES HEARINGS 

Statement 
HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.52 pm]: Perhaps 
the mistake that Hon Alison Xamon and Men’s Sheds WA are making is that they are not putting out their hand 
to the Local Projects, Local Jobs program. There seems to be stacks of money in that even 18 months after the 
election. That brings me to the question of the patronising and dismissive attitude taken by the Leader of the House 
that has set a new standard in the way that ministers are accountable to this Parliament. It is the Ellery standard. 
When the question of providing full, frank, and informative answers is raised, she says that we have had a hard 
couple of weeks and that sort of thing and she grins and smirks about the difficulties that are being held — 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: She gave an explanation to Hon Nick Goiran. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Will you please stifle yourself for a moment. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The problem is that we have been set new low standards of ministerial accountability 
to this Parliament. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: We have had a lack of honest answers and information on a variety of subjects. It 
is not a question of using one’s time in the estimates hearings valuably. Yes, that can happen. It is a goldmine of 
information, but only if ministers are prepared to provide that information, rather than glib answers. 
Hon Nick Goiran has outlined at some length on numerous occasions the difficulty he has had to get a straight 
answer to simple questions asking for dates, times and otherwise. 
Hon Sue Ellery: Who are you accusing of being dishonest? 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I accuse most of the ministers and representatives on the other side of this chamber. 
I will give the Leader of the House an example. Two days ago, I asked a simple set of questions regarding 
Halidon Primary School. 
Hon Sue Ellery: Oh, my God! You are obsessed. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I am obsessed because I have not had an honest answer yet to all those questions. 
Instead, I get prevarication. Instead, I get evasion. I will repeat the question that I asked — 

I refer to the opening on 7 August of an upgraded administration building at Halidon Primary School. 
(1) When was this project first scheduled by the Department of Education? 
(2) When did work commence and when was it completed — 

Several members interjected.  
The PRESIDENT: Order! It is really difficult for Hansard to hear the speaker on their feet when there are 
a number of other voices. You may not like what is being said, but he has the right to be on his feet and saying it. 
Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Thank you, Madam President. I will go on — 

(3) How much did the upgrade cost and what did it involve? 
(4) How much of the cost of the project was promised under Local Projects, Local Jobs and when 

was that commitment made and by whom to whom? 
These are simple questions. The question continued — 

(5) Did the … money come from the Department of Education; and, if so, what capital or other 
expenditure commitments were deferred … 

I got an answer to half of that. The minister deliberately avoided answering the questions with any specifics. I was 
told — 

(1)–(4) The project commenced in December 2017 and was completed in January 2018. The total cost 
of the project was $172 000, of which the school contributed $22 000. The project comprised — 

Get this — 
a redevelopment of the current administration. 
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It is not even literate! A redevelopment of the current administration! It continued — 
Funding was provided through the Local Projects, Local Jobs election initiative. 

But where was the answer about who made the commitment? Where was the answer about what was involved and 
by whom the commitment was made and otherwise? There was no answer. Why not? If, as the minister claims, 
she is trying to provide transparency and that it is a matter of just asking the right questions, why will she not 
answer the questions? It is not the first time. She then had a second go. I gave her a second chance yesterday. My 
question stated — 

I refer to the minister’s partial answer to my question without notice … about Halidon Primary School. 

(1) What exactly was done in what the minister described as a “redevelopment of the current 
administration”? 

(2) Who made the Local Projects, Local Jobs commitment to undertake the project; when was it 
made; what precisely was the commitment; to whom was it made; and where can the text or 
other evidence of the commitment be found? 

I ended up with some information on what was done, but the rest of it was ignored. We were told that the member 
for Kingsley had campaigned on this project. What does that mean? When did she make the commitment? We 
were not told that. The answer continued — 

As the honourable member would be aware, campaigning and advocating for local projects can be 
undertaken in a number of different methods by all members … 

I am not interested in that. I want to know when the commitment was made. The minister cannot or will not answer. 
No-one can tell me that a Minister for Education and Training lacks the information on when an election 
commitment was made and why it is being honoured, yet I again asked today whether it was made before or after 
the March election and was told that I have to ask the Labor Party! This is the Minister for Education and Training 
who cannot and will not provide information to this house on the expenditure of $150 000 of her department’s 
money—taxpayers’ money—which is being treated as Labor Party money to fulfil an election commitment. She 
cannot or will not provide that information. She has the gall to suggest that if one uses one’s time in estimates 
well, one can find out all sorts of things. She cannot answer or will not answer. I will pursue this matter. We will 
see whether she is prepared to answer. What is she covering up if the information is simple? The information has 
to be available, because something came to the minister’s office to say that here was an election commitment by 
one of its members and the Department of Education was going to have to find the money to pay for it. Something 
must have come to her. Surely this information would be there. What was the commitment and to whom? Who 
made it? I do not intend running off to the Labor Party, because I will be told there, of course, that that information 
is confidential. What is not confidential and what the public and members of this place are entitled to know is who 
made that election commitment that this government has acted on. This minister is prevaricating and avoiding that. 
She can be as smart and smarmy and patronising as she likes, but she owes this house some answers to specific 
questions. 

This is the same problem that Hon Nick Goiran has faced. She sat there in estimates and said, “I am not the 
minister; I will take it on notice.” A minister worth her salt who is trying to be helpful in estimates and trying to 
be transparent and who is fulfilling the supposed standards of the McGowan government of transparency, openness 
and accountability would ask her public service adviser, “Is there an answer to that question? Is there a problem 
with giving that answer?” But she did not do that; she cut the debate off and said that she would take the question 
on notice, and she has not even bothered to ensure that the answer was given—an answer with information, rather 
than simply a fob-off. 

This has been symptomatic of just about every minister in this place. The one exception, I should add, is 
Hon Stephen Dawson. I will get back to the fact that he does, in fact, care about his parliamentary responsibilities, 
unlike the other two ministers in this place. Hon Alannah MacTiernan likes to prevaricate and Hon Sue Ellery 
likes to prevaricate and avoid giving answers to questions. This place is being insulted by the fact that these 
ministers refuse to give simple answers to specific questions and drag out interminably requests for information 
that are quite legitimate. But that is the Ellery standard, and it will be visited back on members on the other side 
of this house in due course. In due course, when the tables are turned, if members opposite start asking specific 
questions and are told to “talk to the hand”, it will be Hon Sue Ellery’s standard that we will have adopted. 

House adjourned at 6.00 pm 
__________ 
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